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formerly Roman law was, in a measure, secularized by
contact with the jus gentium, so the law of the Moslems,
thanks to the Capitulations, has in part become secular-
ized by contact with European jurisprudence, especially
with that of France.
When the countries now Mohammedan, Kent remarks,
shall be more completely resubjected to the doctrines of
the Roman law, then can they be admitted to an unre-
stricted reciprocal community of rights with Europe and
America. Thus would be removed the legal incompati-
bility which renders the Capitulations necessary in Tur-
key, inasmuch as Mohammed law still, in vital respects,
is bound up in religion. Until this separation is per-
fected, Moslem states may enter, as Turkey has already
done, into the sphere of European and American public
law in the relation of government to government, but not
in the relation of government to men. Foreigners cannot
in Turkey, as in Europe and America, be admitted into
the general body and mass of the society of the nation,
but they must under Moslem law continue strangers and
sojourners, not acquiring any national character under
the general sovereignty of the country. How, for in-
stance, could Britishers, Frenchmen, Germans, Ameri-
cans, etc., domiciled in Turkey, accept the Turkish law
on questions of personal status such as marriage, divorce,
succession, etc., as it now stands?
The real question at issue is not one of municipal or
other taxes nor of foreign postoffices, customs immunities
o,r similar barriers. The essential consideration is this:
social justice and social order are impossible where law,
as in the Middle Ages, is governed by religious doctrines
and rights, repulsive to the "minority. And the only rem-
edy for the racial prerogatives, as represented by consu-
lar courts and mixed courts and other survivals of the
doctrine of imrmseibility, is the absolute secularization
of jurisprudence.

